in which social constructionism is virtually identical to the sociology of knowledge, the task of which is to analyse everything that passes for 'knowledge' in society (1966: 26) . John Kitsuse (1962) used the term to re-characterize the sociology of deviance, changing its focus from the question of why people behave in strange ways to the question of why some people care about how other people behave. More recently, Kenneth Gergen has defined social constructionism as the explication of the 'processes by which people come to describe, explain, or otherwise account for the world (including themselves) in which they live ' (1985:266 (Minow, 1990: 4-5; Herzog, 1988 'prematurely coded' (1974: 24) , that it is a set of schemata that demonstrates its range of application. Clearly this argument runs counter to the prevailing view that Goffman was a master of naturalistic observation and a successor to Simmel.
Schegloff suggests that we mistakenly think that Goffman's work is 'densely empirical' because of Goffman's mastery of the 'darting observation' that generates an evocative 'sociology by epitome' (1988:101) . Anderson and Sharrock (1982) offer a related set of criticisms. They suggest that Goffman's interpretations of face-to-face interaction produce the 'solution before the puzzle', since they precede any serious engagement with empirical data. They claim that Goffman's work begins with the result that it is meant to discover and then develops in what Watson (1992) (Garfinkel, 1984; Maynard and Clayman, 1991) . For ethnomethodologists, the way to study these practical activities is through the detailed description of naturally occurring interaction, and this description will produce sociological discoveries about the endogenous order exhibited in mundane interaction. These discoveries identify the sense-making devices through which the social world is routinely and unproblematically made understandable. Devices of this kind reveal the ways in which a hopelessly indexical world is 'remedied' and made intersubjectively understandable to participants.
Ethnomethodologists endeavor to uncover the complicated web of meanings which is activated in everyday interaction through indexical expressions, whose purpose is to express a complicated sentiment in a flexible way. They argue that to understand the social world is to understand the process of remedying indexicals. Michael Lynch (1991) Woolgar, 1988 and Pickering, 1992) . The question of whether the risks of referential reflexivity outweigh the gains remains unanswered. Gergen (1985) acknowledges that social constructionism is not immune from reflexive criticisms and hence it cannot offer 'truth through method'; nevertheless he holds on to the idea that a variety of research methods can still produce 'compelling' arguments (1985:272-3 
